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DETAILED A CTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed January 16, 2002 have been fully considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). 

There is no clear antecedent support for "at least a portion of the illumination member 
secured to the front half portion of the body member . . . (claim 1 8) while the light from the 
illumination member is directed away from the body member (claim 17)" in the specification as 
originally presented. / 

There is no clear antecedent support for "a portion of the body member removed and at 
least a portion of the illumination member disposed therein (claim 19) while the light from the 
illumination member is directed away from the body member (claim 17)" in the specification as 
originally presented. 

There is no clear antecedent support for "securing at least a portion of the illumination 
member to a front half portion of the body member . . . (claim 23) while the illumination member 
illuminates a surrounding ground area (claim 22)" in the specification as originally presented: 

There is no clear antecedent support for "removing a portion of the body member and 
disposing at least a portion of the illumination member therein (claim 24) while the illumination 
member illuminates surrounding ground area . . . (claim 22)" in the specification as originally 
presented. 

There is no clear antecedent support for "at least a portion of the illumination assembly 
adapted for attachment to a front half portion of the gasoline tank . . . (claim 28) while the light 
from the illumination assembly is directed away from the gasoline tank to illuminate a ground 
area (claim 26)" in the specification as originally presented. 

There is no clear antecedent support for "attaching the illumination assembly to a front 
half portion of the gasoline tank . . . (claim 33) while the light from the illumination assembly is 
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projected away from the motorcycle gasoline tank to illuminate a ground area . . . (claim 32)" in 
the specification as originally presented. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informalities: On line 3, the term 
"define" is improper in view of the previous term "is". It should be changed to --defined-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claims 18, 19, 23, 24, 28 and 33 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form. 

Claims 18 and 19 do not further limit the subject matter of previous claim 17. In view of 
claim 17, an illumination member secured to the body member such that light from the 
illumination member is directed away from the body member which is directed to the third 
embodiment of drawing figures 7 to 10. However, claim 18 depends on claim 17 and recites that 
a front half portion and a back half portion and at least a portion of the illumination member is 
secured to the front half portion of the body member . . . which are directed to the first and second 
embodiments of drawing figures 1 to 6, and claim 19 depends on claim 17 and recites a portion 
of the body member removed and at least a portion of the illumination member disposed therein 
which are directed to the first embodiment of drawing figures 1 to 4. 

Claims 23 and 24 do not further limit the subject matter of previous claim 22. For 
instance, claim 22 recites ... so that the illumination member illuminates a surrounding ground 
area adjacent to the motorcycle . . . which is directed to the third embodiment of drawing figures 
7 to 10. However, claim 23 depends on claim 22 and recites securing at least a portion of the 
illumination member to a front half portion of the body member . . . which is directed to the first 
and second embodiments of drawing figures 1 to 6, and claim 24 depends on claim 22 and recites 
. . . removing a portion of the body member and disposing at least a portion f the illumination 
member therein . . . which are directed to the first embodiment of drawing figures 1 to 4. 

Claim 28 does not further limit the subject matter of previous claim 26. For instance, 
claim 26 recites . . . such that light from the illumination assembly is directed away from the 
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motorcycle gasoline tank or motorcycle hollow body shell to illuminate a ground area adjacent 
the motorcycle . . . which is directed to the third embodiment of drawing figures 7 to 10. 
However, claim 28 depends on claim 26 and recites that at least a portion of the illumination 
assembly is adapted for attachment to a front half portion of the gasoline tank . . . which is 
directed to the first and second embodiments of drawing figures 1 to 6. 

Claim 33 does not further limit the subject matter of previous claim 32. For instance, 
claim 32 recites . . . such that light from the illumination assembly is projected away from the 
motorcycle gasoline tank or motorcycle hollow body shell to illuminate a ground area adjacent 
the motorcycle which is directed to the third embodiment of drawing figures 7 to 10. However, 
claim 33 depends on claim 32 and recites attaching the illumination assembly to a front half 
portion of the gasoline tank . . . which is directed to the first and second embodiments of drawing 
figures 1 to 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. Claims 17, 20, 21, 26, 28 to 30, 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 17, 26 and 32, the language "light from the illumination member is directed 
away from the body member", "light from the illumination assembly is directed away from the 
motor gasoline tank or motorcycle hollow body shell to illuminate a ground area adjacent the 
motorcycle", and "light from the illumination assembly is projected away from the motorcycle 
gasoline tank . . ." are considered to be misdescriptived and/or inaccurate. For instance, light 
itself is luminous flux and it is non-directional. In view the drawing and specification, without 
the reflective surface (314), the light is not directed away from the body member or projected 
away from the gasoline tank. 

Claims 20, 21 and 29 depend on rejected claim 17 and as such are also rejected. 

Claims 28 and 30 depend on rejected claim 26 and as such are also rejected. 

Claim 33 depends on rejected claim 32 and as such is also rejected. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 17, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Helm (prior art previously cited). 

Helm discloses a body member such as a gas tank (column 2, lines 48 to 49), an 
illumination member (12, 13, 17 . . .) performed the function of a turn signal (12B, 13B . . .) and 
secured to the body member such that light from the illumination member is directed away from 
the body member (note that the illumination member can be mounted to any metal walls with 
irregular shapes and irregular walls (column 4, lines 25 to 27) which indicate that the 
illumination member can be mounted on the end edge or the end of the gas tank body member 
together with the housing (figure 7, 13) of the illumination member, and as such, the light from 
the illumination member be directed away from the body member), and means (column 3, line 
66) for energizing the illumination member. Note that the illumination member of Helm can be 
mounted on various gas tank (column 4, lines 17 to 18), therefore, to have the gas tank body 
member shaped as a motorcycle gasoline tank would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice which provides no unusual, unobvious, and/or unexpected result and is therefore deemed 
to fall within the purview of an ordinary engineering design technique to shape the gas tank body 
member in any shape as desired. 

8. Claims 17, 18, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lichon et al. (prior art previously cited) in view of Helm (prior art previous cited). 

Lichon et al. disclose a body member having a motorcycle gasoline tank (figure 1) having 
a front half portion closer to a front area of a motorcycle to which the body member is attached 
and a back half portion. However, Lichon et al. do not disclose an illumination member secured 
to the body member such that light from the illumination member is directed away from the body 
member. 
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Helm discloses an illumination member (12, 13, 17 . . .) performing the function of a turn 
signal (12B, 13B . . .) and secured to a gas tank body member (1 1) or various gas tank (column 4, 
lines 17 to 18), and even can be mounted to any metal walls with irregular shapes and irregular 
walls (column 4, lines 25 to 27) which indicate that the illumination member can be mounted on 
any metal walls together with the housing (figure 7, 13) of the illumination member in such a 
manner that light from the illumination member be directed away from the body member, and 
means (column 3, line 66) for energizing the illumination member. 

It would have therefore been obvious to one skilled in the art to mount the illumination 
member, in view of the teaching of Helm, to the front half portion of the body member of Lichon 
et al. for illuminating the adjacent area of the motorcycle to further transmit a warning signal to 
the surrounding. 

9. Claims 22, 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lichon et al. (prior art previously cited) in view of Helm (prior art previous cited). 

Lichon et al. providing a body member having a motorcycle gasoline tank (figure 1) 
having a front half portion closer to a front area of a motorcycle to which the body member is 
attached and a back half portion. However, Lichon et al. do not disclose the method of securing 
at least a portion of an illumination member to a front half of the body member so that the 
illumination member illuminates a surrounding ground area adjacent to the motorcycle. 

Helm discloses the method of securing an illumination member (12, 13, 17 . . .) to a gas 
tank body member (1 1) or various gas tank (column 4, lines 17 to 18), and even to any metal 
walls with irregular shapes and irregular walls (column 4, lines 25 to 27) which indicate that the 
illumination member can be secured to any metal walls together with the housing (figure 7, 13) 
of the illumination member in such a manner that light can illuminate the surrounding ground 
area adjacent to wherever the metal walls is located, and means (column 3, line 66) for 
energizing the illumination member. 

It would have therefore been obvious to one skilled in the art to provide Linchon et al. 
with a method of securing the illumination member, in view of the teaching of Helm, to the front 
half portion of the body member of Lichon et al. for illuminating the adjacent ground area of the 
motorcycle to further transmit a warning signal to the surrounding for enhancing safety purpose. 
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10. Claims 26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lichon 
et al. (prior art previously cited) in view of Helm (prior art previous cited). 

Lichon et al. disclose a motorcycle gasoline tank (figure 1) having a front half portion 
closer to a front area of a motorcycle to which the gasoline tank is attached. However, Lichon et 
al. do not disclose at least a portion of an illumination assembly adapted for attachment to a front 
half of the gasoline tank such that light from the illumination assembly is directed away from the 
gasoline tank to illuminate a ground area adjacent the motorcycle. 

Helm discloses an illumination assembly (12, 13, 17) attached to a gas tank (1 U column 
2, line 49) or various gas tank (column 4, lines 17 to 18), and even to any metal walls with 
irregular shapes and irregular walls (column 4, lines 25 to 27) which indicate that the 
illumination assembly can be secured to any metal walls together with the housing (figure 7, 13) 
of the illumination assembly in such a manner that light from the illumination assembly is 
directed away from the irregular metal walls (i.e. the motorcycle gasoline tank) to illuminate the 
ground area adjacent to wherever the metal wall is located. 

It would have therefore been obvious to one skilled in the art to attach the illumination 
assembly, in view of the teaching of Helm, to the front half portion of the gas tank of Lichon et 
al. for illuminating the ground area adjacent the motorcycle to further transmit a warning signal 
to the surrounding for enhancing safety purpose. 

11. Claims 17, 27, 29 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton. 

Hamilton discloses a non-transparent body member (2), an illumination member (5) 
secured to the body member and having a reflective member (6) for directing light from the 
illumination member away from the body member. Note that to have the body member shaped 
as a motorcycle gasoline tank would have been an obvious matter of design choice which 
provides no unusual, unobvious, and/or unexpected result and is therefore deemed to fall within 
the purview of an ordinary engineering design technique to shape the body member in any shape 
as desired. 

12. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lichon 
et al. (prior art previously cited) in view of Helm (prior art previous cited). 
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Lichon et al. disclose a motorcycle gasoline tank (figure 1) having a front half portion 
closer to a front area of a motorcycle to which the gasoline tank is attached. However, Lichon et 
al do not disclose at least a portion of an illumination assembly adapted for attachment to a front 
half of the gasoline tank such that light from the illumination assembly is projected away from 
the gasoline tank to illuminate a ground area adjacent the motorcycle. 

Helm discloses a method of attaching an illumination assembly (12, 13, 17) to a gas tank 
(11, column 2, line 49) or various gas tank (column 4, lines 17 to 18), and even to any metal 
walls with irregular shapes and irregular walls (column 4, lines 25 to 27) which indicate that the 
illumination assembly can be secured to any metal walls together with the housing (figure 7, 13) 
of the illumination assembly in such a manner that light from the illumination assembly is 
projected away from the irregular metal walls (i.e. the motorcycle gasoline tank) to illuminate the 
ground area adjacent to wherever the metal wall is located. 

It would have therefore been obvious to one skilled in the art to provide Lichon with a 
method of attaching an illumination assembly, in view of the teaching of Helm, to the front half 
portion of the gas tank of Lichon et al. for illuminating the ground area adjacent the motorcycle 
to further transmit a warning signal to the surrounding for enhancing safety purpose. 

13. Claim 30 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

14. Claims 1 to 16 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Y Quach Lee whose telephone number is 703-308-1939. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday and Thursday from 8:30 am to 4:30 pm. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0956. 



Y t q, Y Quach Lee 

April 1 8, 2002 Patent Examiner 

Art Unit 2875 



